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HIE fflni'ML Sl'iT.
The Plaintiff Hurting His

Own Case.
.

LOSING TEMPER AND PATIENCE.

Mr Fvnrte nrnl fIia Witness Rreak-

ins iantes.

MRS. MORSE AXD MRS. WOODHULL.

Telling Her Was to Tell It
to the World.

Tli© Garrulous IMother-inLaw.
"Did Not Bathe, but in Hot Waterwith Hep."

Ttie WooUau ! entered a.a:nln?o the procendin«sof yesterday. sbo couies and goc3 like an

apparitiou, affrighting all concerned m the le,ral
drama. She is distinctly visible In the warp and woof
o: the court fabric, running through both, not like
the old Persian strand ol go;d, but as a thread of
yrliomen. Lino Baizacs storvoftbe murdered
:ady, w.io was quoted in every flreslJe narratiT of
the community ol La Sa.lo to color and Intensify
ihe luiere r, the Woodhuil drops into
the current of testimony as an ominous
Dea on to avoid rather than to see!c. To the com-

moil mliid which has not inve-tiaated tins story
mis woman reveals tue r >cks at;d th» qulcssands
which even tne legal jxlota have yt»t failed to
fathom un<t locate. Which sine will brlns her r r-

ward as a witness.' isoia repuuiate i.er, us ner

c>nsran^ cropping up from day to (lay indicates
that H got desirable as a witness stie mus1. be invaluableas a reerence.

W'lU the ueieaee call Her? Tilton swears he
never communicated to her the story sue publlstfed,which caused an earthquake who e quiveringsare not j«t stilled.

Will the plaintiff caliber? If available, why Is
this woman not produced? And there is another
01' ti:o sex destined to illustrate this strange,
eventiul history, who, like the Wood bull, has appealedand disappeared la the course of the
trial.

TEE MOTUEK-IX-LAW.
Mrs. Morse, the mother-in-law of tho plaintiff,

has achieved a notoriety second only to the Woodhull.The mother-in-law. from time immemorial,
&as been reckoned in the prejudices of the male
lex next. 111 malicnity of mischief to the devil himself.Tliton did not say sj yesterday; oat the
iirered tone of his voice, the blttier emphasis on
rus words, snowed that to him at least the traditionalmottier-in-law was no fancy of the brain,
but a living and tormenting reality. The euphony
of his dulcet notes, in reply to Evarts, turned to
aiscord at the mention of her name. "The open
sates of her lips," said ho, "told the scandal to
the world." Evarts said aside that these, indoed,
must have been "the srates ajar."

BREAKING DOWN.
Tilton did not sustain the strain of yesterday's

cross-examination. The counsel, Mr. Evarts, was
more than usually In earnest, lie seemed to be
the sentteut conduit throuzh which the whole
animus of Plymouth church, fashioned into a deep
:anal oi exhaustless interroaat ry, flowed over on
the witness. Lie was unequal to the assault. He
lost the splendid self-possession that made hltn remarkablebeiore.

HIS RETORTS
on counsel lost dignity, and His replies were weak
and em arrussed. lie plaved with words ratlier
ttian with thought and aimed ratner to be brlllltntthan direct. Without, forgetting facts lie
may have trusted more to imagination than
usual, and yet when one studies the peculiar
nature of the man as heretofore described, and
the aesthetic and poetic character l.lustrated by
the printed evidence which has been lorco-J upon
the public by ti e deience, it does not seem to be
unnatural that tne testimony of Tilton shonla
abound in vagaries sometimes renting on 8tiit3
an .J as often taking the commonplacs shaoe of
what is known as lioheminmstlc iancles. He is
not unlike a diamond whose several facets flash a
liffereut light according to the glare upon th^m.

EV.lBTS WINNING LAURELS.
Mr. Kvarts, who hitherto lias been regarded as a

aw.ver rar better suited to argue a constitutional
juestion before the Supreme Court oi the United
S*tares than to introduce the corkscrew or examinationinto a personal question like mat nmiv

pending, has developed a rerairkabio piiase of
mental character m his a'tllity to meat tne requirementsof his present difficult task, and has
exhibited rare delicacy, leUnement, shrewdness
ana iorce m p^uei! auug me intellectual arcana

represented by ttie witness whom lie is now eneagedin prob.ng.
Judge Neils >n digoovrrod a f.esti occasion for

comment, lie said a note had been sent htm to
tne effect that persons wore in the habit of standingbehind the jury and making prejudicial commentson the trial evident;, intend'd to toac (lie
ears of In jurymen. He said this w.i- a very
crave offence and whoever in future might be
found indulging in the practice would suffer. The
Judge'* remains m.ide a profound impression.
Entire stillness prevailed while ue spoKe. A wave
01 rumor passed over the reporters' tables as to
the man UKc;j to be guii'y ol this indiscretion, nnd
the impression was giveu that an over-ze ilous
irieud or Mr. iieecber's and a writer by proiesslon
waa tne guilty person.

THE JUI1T SrEAES.
The foreman of the jury root occasion after the

recess to say that the remarks or the Court might
be coui-'rucd into a reflection on :iia icllow jurors,
but He protested on tucir behalf against the impressiont'jat any remarks dropped in their vicinitywere in the least regarded, even If they had
been &<j.ird.

iv Ttis tors.
in.on is now said to ue in me rons. tic aamittedlie tola Mrs, Morse Bo wen's story .of

Beecher's adu.terie.s, and that he knew her character..n a loud-mouthed gossip. It w-mM seem
that he mlgnt as well Save communicated i.ts
story to the town crier. It was bound to travel
aad ue neard of :ar an-J n^ar. He did not tell Mis.
Woodhu.i, hut i:o to.d one whose garrulity was
equil to potmciiy. He testiflel, too, that tie
wa ked in the communistic procession that passed
through the srr*e's of .V-w York arm In arm with
his irit'ud johu !-wiutou, and then tut prudence
lorsook mm and lie quit the track of a witness to
surer luc field of an eulogist of the momory of
(loesel.

EVARTS' POINT.
Eras ts m«r hu point instant.y. There are two

Roman Onthoius on tho Jury and tno temptation
to the counsel was irresistible. -'And tnls was tue
man." exclaimed tho wily lawyer, "that oraerod
the execution, the murder, of the Archbishop of.
Paris." Tins being repeated «eveiai times it
weird be strange if those two LatnoUc jurymen
should forget r.

Till LAEl*il.
The n'Uil n ,iuh.r oi idles were present during

tue oroceedinja. Mrs. Tiuon looked cheerrul and
unembarrassed. Ti o underlining allusions o: her
oashand to her in terms of unbroken confidence
n her moral w .rm un purity seem 'o have
worked a chauae in t.orap earance, and tuere nre
those who bel ere the cnu ol the trial will witness
a most drama i e i« id the reunion ol the Dt»in>
tiff and tut wue in open court.

TUS KVIUKNCJS.
At the ooeuing of roe court Ur. ntach stated

NEW YORK
t i'i 11 .* w:tnei>4 ;eJ to make an explituatioa
i tu .m an v.ur li" Main vesuTdn.

!/. I'litu:. s'liu:.I uiadu an w.'i' v *-! >.<1. v. vr.
"* " t«> a i;ii ti a !,m to m" .m:h> rn u.:
in "i n m nou : I llud. on lUtimrv, l tiat :;

-i.i v< .-> i.iaiviia dllUrent lioiu!l.-»
t til v t.'.ciu i. a m >rt <>a

i!-' ul i; tiier-i is also a coil in ,il
liton t.i' Llo<vc-:iyu I'ark property; l >:iu

! m.I tut.> yo.-t yitur, n»r I >v is nut uv/aie oi it
ntil tt vu brought to i.v recuiieotton 'hi- moia«

i* .: .t is ii»ii--.I dM.i't know was mailt*: 1
r p in i ae liati s ut a iru'tid oi in in.?

I «>. 'ins inox» *r \ ul I.! -WfUyu i\r k as
s ir11\, so mat tu case ui any depreciationo! property mv douse in Brooitlyu wouid not

have to oe sola in pay tUe luorttfaije.
t>. An a ii l,nal ni-rtua;je to secure the satue

d. or? Yen, sir.
ij. And not inereannfi: the obligation? A. No,

sir.
<>. Now. ro whom was the principal mortmain-,

and to whotn was ttu> ollateral murt?ag3? A. To
Mr. l lankl'.u Woooruff.

Q. Ami who was ttie friend who was entrusted
with mis discretion in regard to tne collateral
mortgage? A. KrankHn Woodruff.

ij. And Mr. Woodruff was the mort^see? A.
Yes, sir.

He is tno person to whom you had owe 1 the
Iii'ilicj. ttuu to vv ntJLU law uiuritia,;u ou juur i..v

Ingstnu street house hau been maue? A. Y"S. sir.
Q Win* executed tins co lateral mortgage lo

Woodruff? a. 1 presume he executed it nuusel'.
Now, have you any idea or recollection, Mr.

Tilton, or bavin* authorised anybody else a* your
attorney or representative to execute a mortgage
on mo Llewe lyn property * A. Xo, sir.

it. Vou ara vcm-7 sure oi that' A. Yea, sir: I ata
qur.e rer aiu ui it.

\ir. Kvaris (to tne court).I suppose me proper
w:vy would be lo nave ttiese tnortifuges oruugac
lntocouri, so that we can -see want they ate?
The Judjre.Yes. sir.
t>. You liave spoken or the value 01 that Llewel1v 11 l'itri .ot. Wua; did you pay for it? A. I

bought it by piecemeal. a little at different tun <;
my impression is tout I paid abou- ior a
portion ol u in the advertising co.uuins o: the AiOependent;a portion oi ttie pro eriy cans mrougu
t ij hule.i'ncl it went to pay tor an advert!*.;.
meet in thiit journal; the adwr.i cmeut had been
inserted by tlie ue:;tle:i.an rota whom I bought
the property, Llewellyn il.iscall; I paid cash; 1
lent him some money.som 5 "j i neliev* -wnen
lie was in a tiuht piacc; i took -our; land aft:1 r«
ward, -o that finally f iiad -»iuj tiree a< res.

Xow d >n'i yoa Know tnat there is a mortgage
on that Llewellyn Park property! a. i only know
wii.ii Mr. Woodruil told tne this laoruinz; 1 had a
laitried interview with him, and I <ion'c understandth" leza! transactions myself; Mr. WoourutT
can explain it to its.

the independent contract.
<x». Now. as to whether your ontract, made the

lOtn, or ahoir the '.'Oth ot December, with Mr.
liowen, in respect to the Itvlependent.was it. a
ave years' o. a two years' contract f A. Well, sir,
don't posse s these papers; I remember very disrnctiythat ihe contract witn the I'ufnn w.is tor

lv years; I dou't r-member whether the contract
with he lnU/>' lutciit was two >ears or five.
q. \Vas It not t.wo years, on your best lecolleotion?A. I don't Know; perhaps a was.
q. When you aave to Mr. Moulton on the nltrht

oi the iiOtli oi December this letter, in your wile's
handwriting, yoa say that yon thought it .Mr.
Beecher interposed objections to coming tnat that
wonni 11114111-f> mm to eome. did VOU? A. Or words
to that ertect.

<>. And .vas it not to be used unless for thatpuipose?A. 1 didn't say nut, exactly, sir; I said I
uidn't tviaU Mr. Moulton himself to urea* that subject.

y. I mean it was not to ba used by Mr. Moalton
nniess it proved necessary? A. Yes, sir; I knew
that tn it rMte would bruiir Mr. Beecher to tins
interview; it was not lor Hie purpose ol being trie
basis on wtucli I, is an honoraolo man, mulu Hold
mv sen-respect to tioid that interview with ni i;
it first occurred to mo to use it lor the pirpose or
letcnlng Air. lioecner on trie day on wiucti tlie interviewwas held: it was wrrten the day tieiore:
it never occurred to ine to use it, I think, until
Mr. Moulton surges;ed it.that possibly Air.
beecher uiiirht not coaie.
Q. Now, Mr. Tilton, I understand you to have

said on vonr direct examination mat the in-tivo
and ooject ot this interview with Mr. Beech r Had
solely relation to the protection of t!.e reia'io.i*
between your wile ana Mr. Beecher, and prevent
their emsr orouiht out into public.ty or discussion
uv re.is >n 01 or in connect,on w.tn any cun rovernv
that wUht arise ei.veen Mr. B>wen and Air.
Ueecheir A. If X understand your question, tint
was t!;a purport; ine object ol tn it Inter new was
to protec- liizftt.etli in connection witu the publicitygrowing out 01 the controversy between Mr.
Bowen and Mr. Beecher.

WHO'S AFRAID.
Q. Were you airaid 1 A. No, air.

Wait a moment, I have not got tbrouirh with
my question. Were you atra.d A. No. sir; oa,
I be,' your pardon.

q. I have w .rned you, Mr. Tilton, that that was
nj- mv whole question. Were you airaid that Mr.
lie -cher would irive pu'dic ty to theie supposed
relation* ? A. No, sir.

i}. Not in tlie least? A. No, sir.
q. Now, sir, you receive! late you say on the

night of t .e 3lst, Irom Mr. Bowen, notes oi your
d'.smicsai oa ine termination ol your contracts.
Ta#je notes are not here. Did they include also a
statement that lie was ready to pay or settle all
deman is, and wished to do so? A. 1 d >n't reuiemoeras to that; 1 thinK Mr. Moulton had these
notes; I Wjii't i>e certain about it.
Mr. traits.We have understood that they cannetbe had. Is that so, Mr. Morris?

Was nor, the notification you received from
Mr. B»wen that jour engagements with the h d
'perid'iit and Ciilon were then and there
terminated, and tnit lie was r^ady to sett o
\\jtn >oi in lull oi all demands? A. I don't
rem mocr ttie contents of nis notes: I raniera tier ttiat there was a briei note. I think two
notes, one as the publisher oi trie In/It penitent and
theotner as President oi tUe Brooklyn Unio i Association.

Q. can you sav now whether they did or did not
con'ain tm>. latter ciause ; lie was -reaay to settle i
with you in lull oi nil demands?" A. 1 cannot
say; I cannot say a! what hour of the evening I
received the notification; I should ttilnk about
nine o'clock or hai-past; it was ou Saturday
night.the last oi the year; I went round to Moulton'sitonse alter receiviug it; I had not seen him
beiore that reninf; I vintirotiod to talk with
h in a tool -t: Mr. Moul'on TO not at bone; 1 sat
at bis ossk arid begau a loiter in reply to Mr,
lioiven's letter.

HOtTLTON COME* l.V.
Moulton came in irom Mr. ueecher's house a little

later in the evening; we continued the interview
taeie, and I tinuk that idtt-r in the evening. as the
year was waning away and the bells oi St. Ann's
began 'o r.nz, think we w -nt out into the street
to hsten to ihftm; that i> mv reco.iecnon.

You do recollect that you went out Into the
street f a. Yes. -ar.

Now, sir, wnen you first saw Mr. Monlton at
Ins house, didn't 1011 invue hiia out of door4 ? A.
Wnen I litst saw turn ?
Q. Yes, tnat evening? A. No, I didn't invite

him.
q. Di in't invite him immediately ? A. Did not

Immediately; he Invited me to read the note ue
nal cot irom vr. Beeoher ur*t.
The JiMg . from Bowen you moan.
.Mr. Evaris.No.
Witness.lie tud Just brought home the retraction.
Q. Sow, do you remember liow manv hours yon

walked the streets that night wiUi Mr. .Moulton ?
A. I don't thlnn we walked a great many hours;
mv rec lecti n is that just as the year was siepp.naeros. the bridge m o the new one, we went
out to hear the crimes of St. Ann's.

Q. Wnen the ouliues were over did jou separate
immediately? a. I aon't leinemoer whetuer we
dni immediately, sir.

q. Didn't you nave a prolonged Interview in th3
s'reets, proposed by yours"li to be lu the streets,
a*!n ii (i rntr.Mil rm op r vv hniir 9 A I vca\ut>tl
»wtu Mr. M u.ton late at night, 1 had been greatly
aror.aed by trie tnlormation lie had brought to ine
from Mr. Beeeher. and late in ttie evening, as my
habit is, 1 walked and no walked with me, and the
new year overtoil; us,

Q. That u all you Have to say about it ? A. That
is all.

Q. Yon can't say whether it was two hours yon
walked together that winter uiirht? A. I can't
say; 1 nave an indistinct recollection that I wuut
home hurriedly to inform Elizabeth of the return
of tti3 paper-, and came back io Mr. Moulton'*,
but still 1 won't be positive about that, and then
we walked the streets; I won't be positive about
mat.

THE WITNESS WEAKENS.
The witness parried badly. Counsel pressed

home his questions, var.vintr their form to reacn
his object the better. Iilton fell back irom point
to point, uts voice lo«t its clearness, lie hesitated,
grew timid, (lushed up and showed embarrassment.

Til E REPLY TO BOWES'.
1 be/ran to prepare my reply to B .wen, dated

January 1, tne n <writ be ore, 1 thluk It was tinltrneilthe next da>, with Hie exception ol some
revisions which were incorporated in It. alter
consultation with Jereri.uti Robinson, Franklin
Woodruff and (iordon U ford.

HBICUER'S KBI.ATIONM TO Hit*. TII.TON.
t.j. Now, .*lr, mere ! nothing In that letter about

Mr. HcocuerN relation* ro you or your wile t A.
No, sir, that was ail designedly omitted.
y. L>id these vc itleoien advise you to leave 0'it

any *uch ma:.err A. Mr. Itobinson advised me to
carry myseii out of i o case entirely; i had writtentue lettei and suonntted it to Mr. Robinson,
arm his suggestion tome was to leave myself out
<>r tho lettei.to leave my own case out of tue
letter.
Q. An 1 yon were out of it when you finished Itf

A We was somewiiat in It, sir.
g. Did y u inter tne lett»r r a. I did. in obedienceto tne suggestion; nr. le'tor wa« too persou.iland fiery as I tir«t *r te it; Mr. Kouinson s ud"K' "p caiin and act ju uciou-ty," and so I too > out

cert nn phrases of the i«>Mer; i don't remember
exactly wnai they were; ne said that if my le ter
w iu published it wouid hav ' a better eilect r it
were periecti) calm and judicious; «o I n»ok out
certa.n ptnasee 1 tnou,;ht. were too iiupetuoua and
wi athy.

q. In the state it wn< when you sh weti u to
Mr. Itoo nsont A. No, sir; Mr. Kr.rd *a» it I thin*
on -undar morning New Year's l>av; h# carnu
upon lyj in tue parlor when 1 »a <vrl ing it.

i. You snowed it ti hi n V. 1 rea it io him ; I
think 1 reao t> nlm what mere was ol it .u the
sta^e in w iicn it was tneu.

y. Was the whole oi I' written' A. No, air; I
said the letter » as riot iu a completed state until
certainir January l.

w«ii, out au iar as yon told a* the on.y changes

HERALD. WEDNESDAY,
t .k u init; 1 want t> know Then y i
s-.i. it; '«i n w uor it liaa au ta that ev
W.IS 111 A. }!! . Foi l v

<j. Yet. A. I don't remember precisely; wlmt«
0 u i' r v i>ii NVw V inoriiiiix 1 re »

ta turn; I Hunk tit* essene o: it was the sumi
.i it is i:o ii1 tm! phraseology may have ueen a
in tie iiMa' iikiih Te"t.

I. dm li* :i ;v.'' He striking <;ut anything? A.
X>'. sir; IK1 i-ve me no advice whatever; 1 didn't
j.v. mm i<>." any a ivice; 1 thin* I read it to iulu as
a mat tor ot Uct.

111!. FOKD A3 COt'NSEL.
1 didn't under-tuud any relations that Mr. Ford
h id witti any lady except his wile.

No improper relations? A. Wnat is your
question ?

(>. I am not asking about anything Improper;
dm it rei r to )um us a trustee o! one of tue ladies
referred u> in tout loiter to Mr. Howen 1

.".jr. Beaeh.I don't understand tnat any specific
person or lady was named m tr.at letter.
Mr. Evarts.1 don't say that any lady was re-

lerred to.
Mr. Tuton.I don't understand your question

yer, Mr. Evarts.
i^. l).d you know that Mr. Ford st od in the

reht'lou oi trustee to one ol tlie ladies reierred to
in your letter to Mr. Bowen ? A. No, sir, I did not
know It; 1 nover heard of any sucti thing.
.1}. At any rate, Mr. Ford did not udvise you to

leave out that part? A. I don't remeraoer iliat
Mr. Ford gave me auy advice ou the huoject; there
was no uisiaratfem»nt of my wile in the original
letter; I ua J auvised with Mr. Koomson about the
letter, who sulci to make it more calm, out I never
» t. ..... bt » rt m<im,..it r\f in t c/»l nil i, i> »,"»«. W fa in frt

tnat iette".
q. Now, sir, in your direct examination did you

sav tins, referring to tins latter, "tne prei aration
of tr was u ider a sense of du>y. 1 Had written a
1 -iter to Mr. Bowen reciting all the lacta; that. 1
tiad written it over very carefully, taking tt:o
advice o! Mr. Jeremiah P. Ilooiuaou, Mr, Maulton
and .Mr. Uordon L. Ford, aoung oa tneir advi.'e
and upon the auvi''e oi the ol lest of tnose gentlemen.Mr. ltoiuuson, I had settled to keep out of
tli s letter all ground of ditference between Mr.
lleecher and uiyself A. Yes, sir, 1 said somethingnice mat.

rHH HOW KM ARBITRATION.
il, Now, sir. upon diving that letter to Mr. Moultondid you express u wish or desire to nave your

aifairs with air. Uowen speedily settled or closed?
A. N", sir: uoi at that time 1 did not; 1 told Unn
very dearly mat 1 md want ail'airs settled as soou
as might b I rave mm the note on Januury 2; I
listed Mr. Mouiton to be one ol the tureo arbitratorsto close the matter; I did not think I nad any
right to name the others; 1 did subsequently select
tiiri'e o'U oi a list, tnat Mr. Bowen sent ine.
q. Now, sir, did you place in Mr. Moulton's hands

at tii.it time, anyfning but this letter to Boweu ot
tne 1st ol .January?
Mr. Beach. lhat Improperly assumes that he

plieed ootii papers In ids natids.
Mr. llvarts.Not necessarily. I thlnlc 1 have exauuuedInm aoout those. A. If you wish to know

tne papers which 1 put into Mr. .Moulton's hands
at that time I win tell you what, thev wero; tnree
papers.line a little note authorizing Mr. Mouiion
to settle my affairs for me; tne other was a copy of
my contract wlui tho fadependent and the tnirii
was lay contract with the Union.

i). You gave Uim that 11 >\veu letter ? A. Well, I
din not ut it into his narnls to send It to Bowen
at that time; he declined to take it to Bowen; he
did not want to take it to Bowen; iny tlrst propositionabout ihat paper was to puolish it; that
letter Mr. Mouiton did not wish to be published;
then I wanted him to deliver it to ulm in person,
and he said lie would take charge of It; 1 handi-d
it to mm, and nc read it to Bowen about tne 8th
or It)'n of January; I mink the tlrst report that
came uom Mr. Bmveu was the payment ol $4,ouo
to ui3 for some notes; tuat is my best recollection;I will not be accurate about the date; Mr.
tiowoii wanted a settlement, not enly oi pecuniary
matters, but u settlement oi other matters; wj
bot'i wan ed an aroitration, but Mr. Mouiton pro-
iiiu.ted It; toe actual aroitration was held an the
-d of April, isT'J; i have an indistinct recollectiou
tnat on N<;w Year's Day I met mm at someoody's
hoilse; I had Interviews with Mr. Bowen on ihe
28th, 2rth and 28th ol December, but not about
bu iness matters; they were aoout the scandal
aud the expulsion of Beecner from ins puipu; 1
liuv sa.i tliat 1 informed Mrs. TUtoa of these

, u I din ii it cusider them us ousmes-'.
aii rnr n*r»nr.n vvnrm k-K'nw.

Anil it was iu cousequence oi this into n.amI hive understood ou yoar direct exami.in. .ha: une lelt a solicitude to liivosome into..mrse He woeu you and Mr. Beecher r A. Well,
».r. mo .uiswar to that question is tins

I ilou't want any oonvei sation, but I a«R you
m >tu ir >0.1 nsre nut laid, tn yottr direct examinatiou.thai la consequence oi tbis threatened
controversy between Mr. liowen and Mr. Heecher
your wile felt anxiety widen led to your interview
witn Mr. Ueecner V A. Mrs. filton tt» ius{ht that if
Mr. Bowen and snyseli drove Mr. beecher out oi his
puipit all the world would scow toe reason why,
un i ne would be convicted.

q. mat it was iu consequenca of your wife's
knowing of tne t reu eued trouolo between Mr.
Buwen and Mr. Beecner. tliat sue was aoilcirous
tiiat you should nave au interview witn Mr.
needier ? A. Ye->. sir, it was lear and anxiety.

A'ow you know what on, and you came to the
transactions of tue 7tn of February, where three
letters were written and communicated to the
persons to whom tney were addressed, and alter
mat, as i understand, there was no tioubio of auv
kind or couceru in reference to the publicity until
the Woodnull card of May 22, 1S71; is that so?
A. That w is the nrst threat that waa published;
Mrs. Woodtiud publisaed a card May 22, 1871,
tpreatomn? to expose th* story.

Well, we have uot that in evidence; don't re-
peat it; that was the Urst, wasn't itr A. I'nat was
tne (list I Knew any linns oi; Mr. Moulion, in thj
interval between February 7 and May 22, went 10

but 1 Should tiiiuk h>« was pone about six weeKs;
ho went on accou nt of his iicalta; my Imp essiou
i< that he was sick about.I think tnculmination
o:' bis slcsne was at o..t tut middle of January,
ana then it was a very siow recovery; lie was nyt
s.iut out irom ail tMs when lie was on the wav to
the South: Mr. Moulton carried on i:ls business
iroai his douse like a general irom his teat; lie
never was shut out iroin any activity.

1IOW THE sroity (HIT oUl1.
Q. Now, f-ir, as 1 understand tuc matter, all that

hM passed oetweeo yoa and Mr. Mooltou and
Mr. Beecuer regard ng any relations with your
wne during tae period were c miineutlal and for
the purpose oi bjiug ke it secret and assisting in
keeiiug secret wiiatever these relations were?
A. Yes, ar; that wua Mr. Mouiton's labors la tho
matter.

y. And i he conference and action toward that
design were not intended to be made public, were
thev V A. Not at all, airq.Now. sir, did you ever suspect Mr. Beecuer of
having c iiumunicated to Mrs. Woodhull r.tie basis
oi uer t.iroat or May 22? a. No, sir; nor to any
other ersoa, sir.

Q. Never ruspectod lilm of communicating? A.
Not at ail, sir.

Q. Well, tnat 1 suppose may be lnlerJ-ed Irom
your views oi this case. L>id you ever suspect Mr.
Moulton oi cornmuncatlng to Mrs. Wooduuil any
of ihesj matters? A. No, sir; 1 answered tnat
question beiore you asked It; Mr. Moulton is above
suspicion.

Mr. Kvaits.Well, you know what the Scnptuies
s.'.v of the man that answers a question beiore It is
asked.

y. Vou say you did not? A. I did not, sir.
cj. Well, 1 understand you tlieu tnat when you

first went to see Mrs. Woo null at the appearance
of: hat card, which was only a premonition, she
then nave you substantially all tne matters that
she published in trie iall oi ls»72? A. Yen, sir; ail
the horrid incidents and more besides, 1 think;
uidn't connect tnem with various persons as s.ie
Oi l there.

y. Well, 1 gathered rrora your examination that
there was nothing that she knew in the iall of
IST'J, or pro;essed to know, what sue oidn'i know,
or proie-sed to Know in .May, 1872? a. Well, for
instance, sae tola me in May, lsTi, mat she had
earn -d the edition i tier steinway Hall speech
into Mr. Beecfier's u .> tod tnere given it to
him; that is a statement oi wuat sue told me in
the various vivid and extraordinary incidents of
tne crimiua relations winch existed.

Q. Ye*, and the pistol scene and all that A.
Yes, sir; not as it happened, but as It did not happen.

'i. Well, as she stated it. She told it to you
then ? A. She told me

y. Now no ma ter. I oon't caro what sne told
you. I oulv want to know whether I um right in
una.TStandiuj your dlrectexamination? A. Well,
what is your understanding or it v

Q. Tills, '.hat all uiose matters tnat related to
her articie oi 1S72 to Mr. Bcecher's relations to
vour wi e and toward and to anv operations or
m ivem mts ol yourself or Mr. Moulton wlrn Mr.
Hoec er in the same connection, ail thai were
contame l in ner article oi 1*72 mat nave bearing
aud relation s io mention»d to you in May, I87i?
A. I don't undertake to Ray that sne mentioned in
May, 1871, every identical partlcn ar which she
afterward r.ut into her story ui November. 1872;
I du undertake to say tr.at all tne extravagant
Incidents ol tha; story of 1872, namely.wed, I
won't rehearse tnem.that tr.ey Were thrown out
men in a ve y violent and energetic speech by
her to me. in .Miiv. Is71.

TIIK THREAT OF XPQSL'RK.
Q Well, that's wnat I understood. Hat when

line t<.JU you ner story It was unconnected witn
me various person*. ladies and gentlemen.otner
people v A. Yea. wii ,in she aitei ward uained us
ner autnority.

y. Weil, we don't care about that. We are not
talKintr about tnaf. At that tirn.-. in May, U71, die
did no" give you any authority did s.ie? A. No,
sir; I asKed uei an i x/ie deciitiud to give me

H- Nov*, you say you read that note witu a shudder?A. Ves<, sir.
Uad you any doubt when you read It :h.n

rii.it relerence t > a distuisjuisiiea ji ca tier and tun
wile 01 another distinguished teacher would oe
understood by t .0 public lu lirook.vu at relating
to -Mr. needier ami vouf A. No, air; l hadn't any
xp -cin'ion, I hadn't .»ny tli ;ugi.t that the public
wou d understand it; oat when -lie put it into my
ha .d and I iead it 1 swutlj interpreted it to myself..m i as it contained a threat of publication
and xp <ure 1 stniduered Irom head to loot iu
contemplation of it,
q It didn't s'l ise yon then t&at tnat Duotlcatlon

would ri*n tne puttie's having an idea that your
fam;!j and Mr. Heecner were referred to by It f A.
No, sir; not the card lisell; but the card itself
C'jataiuud a tliie.it to e.xp>*e iliote lacts dimly
Inte at in r, and it was tnat threatened puoil(»'!'n widen would bavi# carried dismay through

our hou«eno>d.
I niy want to kaow wnat ne state of your

imnd w i*. v <u 'j*,m deie i tneu that the public-Hon<<i vn. w (in ,ii. *o lar as it statod thai ana
mew ol a case, an so .or n, unconnected »ItU anythreat ol gtvin* mor part cu.ars.you tbougatthat wou,a be a Harmless i.uolicauoa In thnie
comoaaoiuos, did you f A. No, sir; i aid awl (tunc

FEBRUARY 10, 1875.-TR]
i: was .»Iiarmle-; - comrim! noil, but I <1* In't =»!

l<it the » <» .ii ju-1 ttiat i"j.ni. <:e
U'.ir |iti i:ic w.miM ini;ti:iuo Mr. Needier and

Tiiiuii *o b lu aut.
<}. You didu';. tljnk that anyorriy in Brooklyn,

where tiierour" so many I ;> would imvo
ttii t. which one oi them the/ weru? A. l'tiera
\v. ii.il iia\o icert a small, narrow csrclo that
w uld ti.ivo known, but 1U0 great public wo.dd
nut i aw Unowu.

tj. Hoos not a sruall, mrrow circ:o In scamlal
tenn to oeoome a much wider circle? A. 1 think
It does; yc.s, sir.

y. Now, Mr. Ti ton, liavo you any doubt that
that publication.stopping as l liavs iujrjfisted
an i as you have accepted it.thac tuat auuuuucementof trie lact tuat she knew.t utt tliat oij.t.-eif
car led danger or scandal conc.-rn n1; your
tamilv and Mr lleecher, wiuther tiiore would ba
anv truth or fjlseiiojd In It? a. Why, »lr, inas-
IllUCil un >( tcuuiu IJ LI (I I-> C* 1 Ul U1U3U

known to what It roierred, there would have b 'e i
10 that cxtciu danger: orill, I non't taint that
that card ol itself would have multiplied the numbero' people wh > did Know; it was tlie threat of
publication wnich tlie cara contained tliat was itie
menacing evil.
y. l no actual publication or tlie (acts and tlie

particulars you dian't cons der as convevini;
any sjurk o! scandal in r.hls community? A. 0!i, I
shou.d not sjy it was not a spark; I thinlc any
such a publication wouid bo a spark.

KVARTS' TBIUMrn.
Here was Evnrts' triumph, his chief and ODlf

one. How did Woodhull get her information about
Boecbcr's connections with Mrs. Tllton f That was
the question to whicn Ev.irts brou7ht his genius
as a cross-examining lawyer to boar in the eirort
to secure a satlsiactory answer. Woodhull did not
ootain her "poluts , from Tilton. This was posl-
tlvely sworn to. lie did toll it to a lew friends, as
he had many times said beiorc. Mis. Morse, tne
mother-la-law, Tilton's bete noire, was told the
story. So far so good. Mrs. Morse was his wile's
mother and It was natural enough she snould
hear as soon as an acquaintance like Mrs. Dradshawall oi tne scandal. Evarts now had the cue
and he followed It up witn an earnestness that
showed he felt the importance of the admission.

BPSVBODY MORSS.
Q. Now, as you didn't su^pact Mr. Beocher or

Mr. Moultou of having Informed Mr.*. Woodhull,
how did you Imagine sne got her lniormatton?
A. t hrough tne open gate of the lips ol Mrs.
Nathan B. Morse.

y. Tnat was your theory? A. Yes, sir; not that it
went from Mrs. Morse to Mrs. Woodhull, but that it
went through many mouths; Mr-*. Morse was in
the tiabit oi saying Hut 1 made sucn and such
charges, and they t;ot to Mrs. Woorthuil's e.irs.

q. Weil, I nave no: asked vou a word about that;
you suspected, then, wrut Mrs. Morse had publicly
said? A. l'rivat<*, sir.

y. Well, private with pnblclty; rou don't mean
that .she whispered it in Mrs. Woodhnll's ear? A.
No, she didn't winsper it in anybody's ear, but
spoke it out loud. (Laughter.)

Q. You thought that, was t>ie source ot Mrs.
Woodhuil's information? A. Yes, s.r, the original
source; the stories went from her; it certainly aid
not come lioui me uor Mr. Moultou nor Mr.
Ueeclier.

I understand that neither oi you had communicatedany oi the occurrences during this con 11deutiulinterview in the early part, oj '71 and in ma
close of '70? a. u nat wa< the question, sir ?

ij. .Neltuer you nor Mr. Moulton nor Mr. Beacher
had communicated these stages or coulereuces
tli.it took plac ! between yoa three to anybody?
A. I can't speak, lor Mr. Beecher .or lor Mr. Mouiton;I s,ioko to a low of niv irieuds about certain
ol the manuauvres that weie being maae.

Q. Well, during this period? A. Yes; for lnInolH rn m on if I. .n,la mar Mr [Imnllnr

bad demanded tue note o! retraction.
.Mr. Evarts.I won't take any ".or Instances;"

tbis is a cngs-examination.
Mr. niton.Don't mate it more cross, then.

(Laughter.)
Mr. Evarts.li is mild In manner; but it Is not a

cross examination mat authorizes spontaneous
statements.

Trie Judge.You are only to answar the question.
»;r. Evarts.Sow. tm*e iniei views hau been,

duiuit! tlia. interval be. ore }lay, is7l, more or ie?s
ol conttdential conieronoee ? A. Yes, sir.

y. There bad oeen coolluential communications?
A. Yes, air.

y. Veri well f A. 1 can't answer whether Mr.
Heecber had considered them contldeutial or Mr.
Moulton had, out I bad spoken to some ol my
iriends.

y. l'nat you can answer ? A. Yes, sir: 1 under*
took to ted you tnat when you said you uuuer-
stood to tile contrary.
Mr. Evarts.Well, 1 thins I ao understand to

the contrary.
NOT ANXIOUS FOB BEKCHEB'S SAFETY.

Mr. Tilton.But understand, tnat wnatever I
communicated I never spoke to Mrs. Tilton's detraction,but 1 was never anxious to spare Mr.
Beeeher.

y. And although they alluded to disclosures
about your wife ? A. i>o, hit; the only protection
wuioh 1 put over Mr. Beeeher was jusi so lar as it
was necessary to protect Mrs. Tilton, and If it had
not been necessary to protect Mrs. Tilton 1 would
have allowJl Mr. Beeciier to go to bis destruction
lour years .fco.
Mr. Evarts.'.Ve understand your dlanosltlon.
Mr. Tilton.It Is pretty d fflcult to understand
y. But still, all ihe motives oi going to Mr.

Ueecber was solicitude to protect Mrs. Tilton r
A. Yes, fir.
y. And yet after that you do not scruple to tell

as much as you choose oi the confidential matters
between you, Mr. MOOlten and Air. l>.:e her t A. I
never had a confldence with lienry Ward Beecncr
lu my Hie.

y. Will you answer rav question t A. I have
answered it. in my statement.
Mr. liv.irts (to tno steuourapher) .Read tne

question ? It was read as given above.
Mr. Beach.The answer, sir, is responsive and

proper.
liie Juii«c. It is proper so (ar as it hoc.
y. I understood you to say that, notwithstandingihe whole motive oi this interview oi tue aoi.li

a lid w!:at toiioA'e i it was to protect your who and
nut love to Mr. Ueecher, yet you did not scrupia
linmediaft'iv alterward. or wiiile tney were tfo;ii^
over, to disclose u.s niucti as you pleased of wuat
was go.ns on 1 A. Yes, sir, 1 did; 1 suould

y. Very well, tnat is an answer,
Mr. Beach.Mo, no.
Wituess.i moan to sav I was under no obligationt>) fc*ep iDfttwi lecret; i was onder no

obligation to keep it secret except lor tne sake of
my wlie aud not lor ttie sake of llenr.v Ward
Beeciier; I did not- scruolc to tell wna was «om^
on; 1 selected wiiom 1 should speak toaouu; it; I
told tneui wtiat 1 saw St.; it was irom Mrs. Morse
mat tne first allegation* of the transactions ihcu
proposed and carried on during that early season
came.

TELI.ISO ALL THE WORLD.
y. Now, sir, how aid she find out what hid

passe i confidential y between yourself, Mr. Beecncr
and Mr. Mou.ton r A. Because 1 told her aud sue
told ail the word. (I.auuriuer.)

y. You knew tnat 1 A. Yes, sir.
i}. Ami siie win one 01 the persona you told T A.

Yes, sir. (Renewed lauglter.)
<j. And you knew her tnlli'iuity when you told

lier i A. Yes. sir. (More and very loud laughter.)
i lic Juaj?''.I shall r»e obliged to adjourn ilie

Couri, u such demohstration-s cotmune. I regret
very ranch indeed that it is necessary for uij to
say -<o mucii, bur It disturbs the co m-el, is not respectmlto the court and does no uokI.

Q, Well, was any pari oryour sltudaer when rou
read tr.is card 01 Mrs.' Woouliull occasioned bv your
le.ir that your own lni ;rndence intent nave contributedto her knowledge? A. I don't understand
how to divide the shuddering; it was a spaa.u oi
agonized ieeiing on ray par-; a liat us coraponcnt
parts were 1 ao not remetnbur.

q. it was a ureat surprise 1 A. It was, certainly.
Q. Yon did then have it In your miud that you

had tola Mrs. Morse and Knew tier infirmity? A. I
instantly ltnacrmed wheuce the stones came.

Q. lnat's what 1 call making It a part of the
shudder. Now, up to this stage oi the matter, no
particular progress wa^ mane throngn tne winter
m con ecu nn your money irom Mr. Bowen f A. I
don't know tnat Mr. Moulton made any etfort to
iloso; lie was sick; perhaps he did do something;
the atone/ was not collected. ;

y. Now, Wtien wasittn.it you took advice concerningthe pecuniary interest between you and
Mr. Bowen f

Mr. lieacn.He means lepra! advice.
Mr. Kv.irts.Yes; y.iu have spolten in yonr direct

examination o. navirig taken advice t A. 1 consultedFrederick A. Ward; I uo not remember tue
date: I tmnk a year had elapsed ttiougnjtno leual
advice was as to the validity or'ne contract.
whet' er the contract was !<ood : perhaps in a secondary«ense it migrit bj regarded as advice concerningthe co'iection oi the claim; I to;k advlco
as to the i.olut whether those contracts I had
iirawn.no- being a lawyer.were good ior the
|?.00o; Judge Reynolds said they would stand
until doomsaay.

the nowex conthacts.
I win tell you why ne did not pay me; Mr. no wen
wanted to ar. Urate in tne beginning oi January.
lSTl**, ne wanted to make i&e payment of that
money which he though! i r.eedeu; lie wanted,
tinoutfu tne payment 01 tnat monov, to kci ir.e to
mgn a paper to tne effect that lie in i I would keep
the Deace; ne was Hfraid, in otDt r words, of tne
storm no had raised between niraseit aud Mr.
Heectier: lie wanted to aroitrate, tnat not only our
ouaiue*s aiTairn out otner duilcuitie* coum bo
settled; 1 uudemooJ tue reason, out Mr. Moultou
prohibited it. ,

Tim OARncLocs MornKfi-i.v-r.AW.
sne didn't wnnpor it ,n an.TiOdT's,par; no, fir,

snespoke u out loud.'1 The bitterness with winch
the witness suld tMis displayed the little regard he
entertained lor tils amiaule mo uei-in-law. It was a
clear reve.ation tnat Mrs. Morse was too evii star of
bu existeneo tnat be c^uia wish her well at the
Nortn Pole or In the New Jerusalem, out In hi*
household nr,e wa< the lust o: bur sex tnat might
expect a welcome.

lie made me a payment, but not having anr referenceto mi .jU'iness witn me lnae;)tn1eut or
Union; l think Mr. Uo»eu'* note* were $4,')O0; it
wu# a matte emireiy distinct irom m* inwue-s;
they tvcie not ;or .ir.om ol salary or anything of
tnat kind: my uaprfisloa m that I bad «o d to Mr.
Ho * eu »orne shares in tne Brooklyn Union »fock
which I tie.(I at un ear.y period, a:id
a.»<> my impression is tuat l took somo
notos from Mr. li.bion; at ail evem*
I neul Mr. Boweo's note* for fMOU or $6,000,
bat tnoy nod nothing to do with tue in<upmaonior Union ; Mr. liowen cam* into tut

[PLE SHEET.'
nTi o 0:10 il:'.v Our.ri? t lo?U c mnaL'ti, I th'Mc iu ol
Anoint or t'-'ii./.'r. unil maris » »> u certain w
candidate !<>r «».!!(;<:.i neo not. giv 111# name. 1 <1
ne.1 l»oit in the r."n' i* 1:11 i>nrty had been 11

l.indu on 11 ;s account: ;'> certain ctlmi 111 tiij sc
lurry *.v a ri t e« ro r putfla 0 It .ill: It w;i I lift tnoHt
mpNtiWc Dart 01 Um c immunity : Mr. Uowcu fl
catue down iroin i "iuiit,.Mi',uc and wanted me to
Hii;mo:t lutu; I deoaiK-u to doit: He pr<-Med tl.e y
matter, uud 1 .un, am til editor 01 tnls paner tf
b.v contract, and its master;" tie *uul then.* win 01
one w,.v iti wtitcli tie could become it's master,
and 1 j.i let "only one, so ion»r an I a in t lie e iltor oy 11
contract, I snail not support tlie mauit was a
little flurry between ua; tlie first and only one in si
tlitren yeais; lie miiU there was only one wav, aud
tliat oy eli an tf ti tf uie editor 01 the paper, by break- l>:
lnir 1 lie contracts and tauntr the penalties. H

THE WOODHOLI. CONNECTION.
Q. Now, when you went over to see .Mrs. Wood- qi

hull, upon tins sort of summons In May. ls"l, her
I orson was not a stranger toyoa f A. What viuit a
do you allude to. sir? I

W ben you went over after that sortofsnm- S'
iiions she sL'nt in reference to the publication of ai
May 'J.', 1871 1 A. 1 had seen her once and been in*
troduced to her. tl

y. When was that, and under what circumstancesyA. one dav, 1 can't reoollBCt tno date. r(
snortly before fhaf occurrence, a geutlenUn called
at my ortlee, and. In the course of some conversation,asked me If I liau ever seen Mrs. Woodhuli. In
toe Broad street broker; 1 said no, I never had: lr
tie told me a>ie was a v?rv remarkable woman. tt
Mr. Evarts.I don't are tor that. pi
Witness continuing.I walked down town with tt

him and \va-< iniruduced to tier; I Had an inter- si
view 1 suppose luur or Ave minutes loujr; that st
was the ilt-Ht time l saw tier; very sh rtly alter vi
that cauie this card when she sent for me. p

Q. About, how soou was this? About what cl
(late was tuts, the previous interview/ A. \Jy un- di
presfliou Is it was a very short time previous to w
the publication of that card. ai

(j. You tuiQK durlnpr tue montli or May? A. I si
think so, yes. d

y. 'i'nere you saw her alone In her office? A. ti
No, sir; 1 saw her husband there and one or two
other persons; 1 don't remember all the persons ai
there: it was a kind of a ievee. ta
Q. This Keutieman go with you f A. Yes, sir. m
Q. And introduced you and remained? A. .Yes, sc
sir. ti;

i^. It was an interview in her office with only si
yourself and your iriend? A. My impresslou is si:
that others were there.
o. And this lady and her husband? A. Yes. sir;

I think others be-ide were present there in the
office; there was quite a number of people there,
but I won't bo certain about that. tn
Q. Now, sir, when did you last see Mrs. Wood- pi

hull? A. I'ne last time I saw her. sir, was tn the a,month of April, 1872, shortly beiore the CincinnatiConvention that nominate.I Mr. Greeley. 10
4. Aud wnat imerrupred or broke oif your inter- Ju

course with 11cr at that time? A. Did I not give w
that, in mi direct examination?
Mr. Beach.Never miml; they want you tore- 11

peat it. in
Mr. Evarts.We only want the fact. otWitness.My attention had beeii called about

flint fiinu tn an 'tr.irlH :i i.r.mf «lin nf which W:i9

shown to mo. in vvnich Mrs. Woodhull proposed to fl<
vilify ami bl.iciteii the n.inies ol a dozen or Uitecn jwfiiKttoWQ ladies connected With the woman's
suffrage movement; I went flown to nee her, and
asked her whether or not it was her article, «

whether it was prepared lor her. whether she designedto pibiisn it, and the subscatice of the replyshu male >vus that she old not design to pun- hi
listi it: that she had not written II, ana that sue su
did not approve of it; nut a low daja afterward 1 C:
learned that though the slip had not been pub- >t
lisned, still proo'a had been taken ol It, and It had at
been sent hither and thither to various editors w
ana other people, and I then weut down ana up- n<
braided i.er for that, and had au Interview witn la
her .such as 1 have related; ( turned my back upon O
her, und uever saw her since. ^

That is the article you have Bpolceu of. I O,
don't know whether you pave it the name of the pi
"1'lt tor Tat*'article? A. Tnat Is my impression ' »

as to tho title. 0
(J. And among the=ie ladies thus exposed to pub- hi

lie comment were acquaintances or jours, were ei
there? A. Every one ol them, sir, was an intimate 1
acquaintance. tr

ij. Every one ol these fifteen ladies? Yes, sir; I H
know overy one ot them, I think, personally; I
know ad the ladles connected with the wouiau's le
sutrr.ige movement, more or less. tl

Q. Auil tnat was your personal feeling or re- rl
sentment ol the matter, that these lauies were <»
anion? your irleuds and persons tor whom you had °i
respect.' A. ^e», sir; I told Mrs. Woodhull that it Is
was an outrage that u woman wuum J had do« 10
letuled anatust the attacks of others should now b
turn around and atiack other wotnen, and washed 1
my hands ot h"r iroin that moment; I saw Mrs. 1,J
Woodhull vorv frequently. sometimes at her own <s
bouse aud sometimes at. her otllee; i also saw her ti
at Mr. Moultou's hou.-e and at my house; 1 think le
she was three times at my house. tl

V1S1T1NO c.inbv island. i P
I remember on one occ isi n g dug with her to t<

Coney island; I did not oatbe with her; I thin * ti
that, she ana uer nusoand came and stayed all P
night at my iioujo one Saturday night and part of oi
Bundav, daring which Mr. Keecher made ttiein a "
visit in the aiturnoou, and Mrs. niton later in the s<

aiternoou; wnether they stayed at my house two ai
nlgnfs or ono 1 have forgotten; possibly two *«

nights; 1 ttiiuk, sir, that when we went do.vn to o
Coney Island it was Saturday aftornoon, and j.j>i
that iu coming back it was the same Saturday It
evening that.they stayed all night; l won't be posi »'
tlvu about that.
Q. See ii I ca i refresh your rocolloctlon. Do you y

rem 'moor taklucr a carriage? A. Xo. sir: the car- "

rtage took mo. ®
y. At your house and her in it with nobody else 01

nail com it to Coney Inland und there bathing to- f
pettier? A. No, sir; 1 vrus never in the water
with her, except m ibo hot water In which I have "
been iiere; I do not remember on ieturuing irom h
Coney Isianu with her, on stoppins at my house, >'<
leaving her In the cairutre, troing in and getllnc r,]
Home manuscript an.i talking witti lier about that, "

Riiewlug that on my way to Moulton's and that
that related ro tnis business; no, sir; 1 don't re- ;ii

member anything like that. t'
\o(v, wnen you went mere late at nlsht after 11

the Coney Island excur-non to her house, did the P
carriage leave yon there? a. i don't remember,
sir; I don't remember the occasion or the c.rcurn- 0

tanco. o
No; but you say it may have happened? a. °

Yes, sir. | 01
Mr. ai<>rrls.Hut he don't say it happened.
Mr. niton.1 allowed her a great inariv cour- f'

tuMi; don'I remember irnetner tkattaiout
ottaem; but I never showod any manuscripts to
her having reier--nce to .Mr. beecner or to this
business; mat 1 know; I do not know how Mrs. tl
Woodnul! prot. tior reference to

tea ca umhi oinrr tnm;11
I talked very freely unions my personal friends <*
ab int Mrs. Tilion a .d u -r letters at tit nines and
certain times. I o

y. You dul not, then. respeot your wife's sollcl-
tuue tuat no eye Hiould see her letters f A. I li
obeyed no su a Injunction as that, sir; I talked
wttti the few pecsoris who knew the facts.

Q. Among those lew peoine did you talk to VictoriaWood Inn about the "Catharine Gaunt tl
letter ?" A. No, sir, never, nor oi any other letter
ol .Mrs. Tilton's. s<

Then, so far as you know, ir there Is a refer- v
enco In rue Woodliuli letters to trie catliaiina
Gaunt letter, jroa do not Itnov bow she beoams
uosse.-sed of such reierence? A. Not urness she T
br-c.ime pos.-es-ed of it bv hearing it flouting about
irotn people to whom I had told it; she did not get
It irom me.

Q. nils story that was floating about must nave
started iroiujou? A. Anything that peopie knew c<
ab',ur the Catharine daunt letter must have come w
oriKiiiaHy lrom me, t>uc 1 did not, state it to Mrs.
WoodhuU. j 0:

LA COMMl'NE.
Q. Now, sir,do you rein?inber an Incident in willed

you and Mrs. Woo mull and her sister appeared in 0
a public procession m honor of the Commune iu j>(the streets of the city ol Now Yoric? A. I was !
present on that occasion, but wo did not appear s.
lonumui , i uc'ti .1 i-mv.uu mat inqy appe.«reu iu .>,
taut procassion: l walked arm iu arm with :uy a

personal frieud John swinton. ! ii
<}. All rue way? a. 1 don't know. Turning to »

Mr. Swinton. who stood Immediately behind mm, }'
tlie witness said, "Was it all tne way ?" "

g. And you carried a banner on mat occasion* t!
A, No, sir. o

y. Did voa carry it any part of the way ? A. No, o
sir. 11

Q. Neither in a carriage nor on looif A. No, ?'
sir; tnat was a [ rocession in honor oi rlie revered
named of Rossei, wluu the 1'reucn government <.
took Bit life. ii

q. He was put to death for having put to death »
the Ci.iei Justice or France and the ArchouUop of
rarisi1 A. No, sir; around the world it 13 an In- t
suit to las memory to sugifest eucn a thin/ ; 1 say
the mem try ot yoan^ Ilia <41 Is sweet and clean t
and one hcid dear by mankind. t

ij. Then you were not with Mrs. Woodhull and t
her litter in thftt processloof A. No, sir; this VM
a uuollc procession, atid those Itidtca were there. n
Mr. Hoach.rtiat is cross-examination.
Mr. Kvarts.Iu public procession with these r

ladies. c
Mr. iioach.We don't want the history of that a

trial. a
Mr. Evarts. Well, he has gone luto a oulogy of

Roue I.
Mr. Morris.Atm propcr.v be might.
Mr. Fullei ton.Weil, no on.
Q. Now you say tnat after the procession on

that Sunday you did uot know Mrs. Woodnuil and
Miss Ciatlm ffcro there* A. I never knew any*
tui'ig a iuiv it m. 11; alter it was ad over.

cj. Did nut i ou see It :u ti:o paper? A. I don't
remenbor now rho news came to me; my tmprus
ion is that 1 called at tl.e nousa that evening and

there ascertain l it; tnat is my reoolleotio i.

if. riiiiea.it .Mr.', Wood mil's? A. Yes, 1 think I
did, our. I am not sure oi it.

q. That wus on the iist of December? A. I
don't kno^v: I remember it was ou Suudayj the
P .lii'e oi New York were going to deny us the
right of exhibition.

ij. \ou made it? a. Ves, sir, we did, believing
this to ue a iree country.

cakhyino tbr red pf.Afl.
i}. hen yon mink no such tmn« a* your carryinna banner an y< ui- houing t.o tu«s >s coti.d

have oc urred d ir.u^ that procession o, nnv possibility?a. Wny, Mr, it mlgnthav# occurred vary
ea-liy, but it did not.

q. Well, if could not occur ns a matter of tact?
A. Yei, that is the only way it couid have occurred.

q. on that occasion witho.it you knowing it? A.
N"W do \on tiicaa tn ask m wuetn°r i c.uip iiave
carried a banner on tuat occasion without my
know,!./ it7

q. Without knowing it nowf A. Well, sir, did
not ca ry a banner oa tuat occsflm; 1 walked,
urm in arm. wiui a personal trieni.

A. uunnu tne wuoie prucesslou? A. Vei,
a Very well, vrt nui M*. A. MiU feMW BM M i

b-' rve, Mr. Kviri", If I had carried a hnnn»r ti
ml uava oylv peon to my noaor .1 id >ot i<> :uj
iciiii; 1 have r.<> objection to carrying a brv

er ro ilie memory o: .such a mim; he went to :ltl
,\u!oM witu a Bible m tin hand Kis-iug It, a i I hu
>ul wriii ud tot.nil: no man could oo a«hame<
>r earning a banner lor bun.

How nequeativ dtd you during rtili period o:
ritir acquaintance wttn Mrs. Wooniuillgo with hei
) Conor Island f A. 1 recollect going with bet
nee, t>ei'Uj ]> * twice.
c;. Did not you go more? a. No, sir; i thinU
of.

Are you certain you did not go more ? A. No,
r; 1 am not certain about anything.

Ana oidu'tyou go t>oatm_' n you did not co
ittnug? A. 1 went onco rowing on the Uanem
ivor with .\lrn. Woodhnll and her husband.
(J. Was that on Sunday f A. i don't r -uiemberf
mto likely.
Q. Were those visits at Coney Island on Sundivf
My lmpiesston is that tbey were on Saturday;
would not ne certain. I have been there on
uuday; it might as well have been Sunday as
ay other day.
Q. so far as yon were concerned or she ? A. )
link very likely.
Mr. Evarti Here suggested It was the hoar foi
sees*.

INFLUENCING TnE JURY.
The Judge.l wish to say that a communication
as been handed np by a responsible HNtl «ayigthat yesterday persons nere standing behind
le Jury. not those who are now there.and one
arson was heard to make a remark in rejnrd to
te case in tbe hearing oi the Jury. That is tna
joJe'Jt oi this complaint. I want It undeiooI tuat ibis Court will punish s»
5rely and summarily, without respect of
»rsonp, when any such thing occurs again, and
jarge the officer having that, locality under ins
irection mat the Jury must be cuaDled to go out
Ithout being subject to the remarks of thosi
round, and tmuk it Is hard that spectator!
iouUI so far forms themselves and the n upoci
tie to tho Jury as to Indulge in any such observe

Mr. Evarts- I have Observed, without ranking
ly remark about .it before, that sometime* speoit'orsor auditors would l?an over that rail, linedlately behind the Jury, and thus bring them«
Ives quite in proximity to the Jury. I think
lere should be as niueli space <or visitors aa do*
bie, yet it seems to we tbe space behind the Jury
louid be kept ctear.
rue Judge.It shall be so hereafter.
The Court tnen adjourned to two o'clock.

after recess
ie foreman of the Jury protested against tbe tm«
nation that was sought to be made by the letter
Idressed to the Court which was referred to oererecess. Being the flrst occasion on whicU tha
ry made any motion to speak, great curiosity
as sliowu by everybody to hear what was offered,
ie foreman made a dlunlllcU and manly protest
a few words, and gave a favorable Impression
his lellow Jurymen.
The Judge.It may have arisen &i an unjust re*
jetton ou thorn, i am very glad to hear what tb<
reman nas said.
The cross-exaniluatiou of Theodore Tilton was
ten resumed by Mr. livarts.

SlliS. TILTON'S LETTKR ON CATHERINE GAUNT.
A book containing letters and statements was
jnded to tne wituess by Mr. Kvaris. Witn :ss
nil:. i'hla stems to mo a reproduction 01 tti9
itherine Gaun; letter; I do not know whetnei
is correctly printed; I could not suy wnethei

ly omissions urs made here; th.> wnole letiet1
.is Uthograptieu in tueGraphic, I believe; I could
at answer ns to wnetnei any omissions are no eJ

this print; I remember mat the (jatiieriuj
aunt letter has never been prlntel correctly
tcept 111 tiie lithographic transcript in tin
rapruc newspaper; tuore nave oeen niaay errot*
fluted; I think very i6w oi the transcripts huva
3en put into mo book shown mo: tue Catherine
auut letcer wan given to the Graphic oiHoe to
j lithographed; 1 cannot say lor cerium thai
/o ythmsr was Uthoirrapued that was sent over;know 1 sent it over myseli to be uthojr.tp ted; J
iiuk anumuer ol letters thai wore sent were urn
tnonrapned; whether the 'Catharine Gaunt" let.
ir waB included 1 do not know. (A number ol
uvea oi nandwrltm* were here handed to
i> witness.) L ieeonn.zo tliu as Mr. Maveck'shonciwrltins, but not as the catheriua
aunt letter; it appears to be a cop/ ol k
r oi a porilou oi it; I don't know whether 11
till here or not; this is a repro lueiion oi tna
tfr or of part oi' It; l il<j!i't know winch; It. can
e easily compared with the original it it is hero!
<ion't tiiiuk til *se loaves purport to be a wnoM
tter; 1 dou't see ou tnem any marks, or ast r,<s.or omisslous ol any Kiiid;loon't see any*
unit to indicate that that is not the whole oi the
iter, nor is tnem anything a: all to Indicate that
us is x <iuo:a:ion; my recollection is that in the
r:ntinir ot the letter by some blunder a line or
vo was lelt out, and I recollect sending it over to
ic (jrupluc, where it was lithographed; my iui<
ressiou is that you will And U lunoy: aphed ;n
tie ol the impressions irom the Graphio, bu l will
otbe ceitalu; 1 do not know wnetner th-re is a
jnieuce loft out ttiere or not; i reuieiutier that
Iter tue sworn statement was publish;d I in*d«
)ine little comparison between mat and ilif
iuiuuI manuscripts und loun i some little oini*
ons and errors; u strikes uio there was an orroi
the Catherine (Jaunt letter, but 1 do nn exctiyknow.

q. uul you remember an omiaslon that struck
ou as important or was it unimportant f A. I re*
iotuber wnen my sworn statement was pnuteu,
s it was orlnted without my authority und wit i*
ut my revision, 1 leared there were many typo.

(XilCUi errors 111 il , n. w »-> ju mi cu nii.iuu um»

011 111 one parr, asternns bonitf tnrowu in; rleinbersome time afterward looking to s<ee lion
ir tlie do uniouts had been incorrectly or cop
otiy priuted; i reinsiiiber there was an error id
r. Ueecii<>r's letter of the 1st Jan arjr; it said,
other nreasts would acne," insr.-ni of "othoi
Mrtii" 111a vmn vm another error or a Word,
iul tnv impression is there was sornu omission in
le Catherine Gaunt lorter and oon or two other
'tiers, and l sent to tne Qraphto oillee to have it
induced.
q. 1 repeat my question. Wlicn you saw an
mission, 11 you did sea it, In tuo print of ti.e
itieruio Gaunt letter, as compared with tilt)
rlmnai, did the oiuiksiou strike >oa as important
r oiny unimportant r
Mr. Heactt.Tae witness does not s\ttepositively
1:11 he »aw any omission in the letter.
Witness.I don't remember auy, particularly,
lero.
Mr. Evarts to witness.What do you say abonf
mtr
Mr. Beach.Walt one moment, lobjjet toasjum
iK that tueie was an ounssiou in ttie Catherini
aunt loiter.
wituess.I think there was a sentence or so lef

ut.
Tae Juds*e.1 ho question is now whether that li
nportant or not.
witness.To waat end?
The Judge.Any eml.
Mr. Evarts. lie truth.fulness of the publico*
on or tne letter.
Witness.No, sir; my recollection is there wai
Hnutmug about the renewal of the marrtugt
o w.
Mr. Evarts.We will see the difference.
Sir. Heacti.Well, I object to ins introducing ft
ne pap-r will snow for ltsuii.
Mr. Bvarta (reading) .

tciioniniE, June 2i>. 1S71.
Mr Dear Tiieodouki.
Mr. Tilton.1 nsver had occasion, Mr. Evarts, tt
empire It with tlio printing or this book, out
ltu the printing in the Arym newspaper.
Mr. Evarts .Weil, w.s havo ko; it tiers as it wai
riginaily written. [Heading.]

Nciton Attia. Juno 2J.1371.
Mv Dear Theodore -Today, through tlio niitiisiry »
at'ierino Qaunr, a clnrncier of tlction. inv eye* li.ivi
ten openu l lor tfie nrst dine in my experience, so tli.il
see clearly mv sin. It was when 1 liiiew tliut 1 wul
ived, to sutlei it So ijrow a yi-.-lon. A vii i.uo.1S Woiu.t!
iouI 1 che a liHtuntiy an aosorhlnjj love. is.it it ai»sard to iiv in such raise ll;ht lhat the love l lcit
hi rec.iiv d coul.l hum no ono. not even you. t
ave believed unialti ruitly until t ;ur o'cloct tliis atteroonwliou the tiyavcnly vision dawned upon ine. I sua
ow, never heiore, the wr >nn i have none you, and
asieu Immediately to asu your parJoo, with a pentii.'o>o sliiecrc that h«naeforiii (il reus .n remains) you
my trus: me implicit y oil! mv d jar riico tore, your
pinions nre not restlui or eon;; m il to my so il yet my
wu integrity and puritv are a sicred an lioiv hins.' to
ie. b.emlod with me lor uatherine U lunt and lor all
.n e leadings oi an all-wise and loving I'rovldeuce. Ve*
ow I leel i|iiito preuare i to renew my marriage vow
rlth you, to keep it us the saviour renal roth, wli i loot
tli at tile eve and the heart. Never lutore could I »iy
ii«. When you yearn toward mo witn true feeling be

Mr. Evarts.1 now come to the part that is omit*
eil.
C'onnsei for plaintiff objec'e), Mr. He.io6 staiini)
hat u was improper to make any sjcii remark la
he presence of ttu Jury, there being tio eviaenct
0 support it.
An uninteresting discussion between conns®

in<l the Jung* ensued.
Wituess said:. if there Is nnv error in the copv

rin do not ia.v it to the credit <»i Mr. Mavorlck. beauiehe is a very accurate and methodical man; I
im not conscious oi any inaccuracy in the paper
ind 1 do not <ietect anr.
Mr. Evarts.1 propose to offer iMe letter in.
Mr. Ful.erton.It tno Court please, what is mil

nner which they now alio v to the witness and
vh'ch they call too Gutr.erino U.iunt letteri» it n
aid to be a part o Mr. Tilton's statement, but n<
iroot has bjen offered ot ta.it i.tct or that n
ornied any part oi tno case. L'ntu that is put u
valence we cannot tas>e It lor nrinte J that tut
:a'h irlno Gaunt letter lormeH part oi that a at»
n«n». Neither can wo take it f >r aranted thai
dr. Maverick did make a copy oi that letter »n<
oat ;nis u the copy so made. He may have m.idi
1 copy lor some purpose of his own, lur auytiunj
ve kti >w.

i lie Judge.it is improper to speak of it as i
iworn statement.
Mr. Fuiierton.It Is improper to speik of it ai

lis statement without alluding to it, until we hav«
)eon informed la a proper way. I hey product
iome lo iso leave*, a part ol wh.i: the, call a sutoajnt, and asking 11 he read u.that is, as tar aa
net were given. It should be in evidence or out

)i evidoncc.
Mr. Evarts.Now, If Your Honor pleases, tnat it

ino imputation, and it is a very serious one. Me
lays t .e imputation is th:it Mr. inton has preicutedb'lore the committee oi thec iurch .
Mr. Tilton.l'nat identical letter you iiolu in yoaf

Daud. 1 carried It there
Mr. Rv.irts.And n.is pubilstiod 11 the same rain*

nor tno etu-r oi his wi.e, p:esen:ed ns u vital
point, sifoctin* her. inaiiuio: a letter oi iilswitiv
>ut an omiH-duu oi the pat t ot it cnangea its sens#
and eifocr. Now. mat is the im iuut oti.
Tno Jinlyn.:\o.v, the question is w,ieth?r or not

it i* not nerea.-ary ior jou to prove tnu statement '
ivn:cn \ oil have said is sworn to,
Mr. invaru.And that 1 propose to praduotu thai


